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Abstract 
Recently many steps have been taken toward increasing the safety and security on the 
University of Nevada, Reno (UNR) campus such as the creation of campus escort and 
implementation of emergency blue light phones on campus. However, students may still 
feel unsafe and unsecure on campus. These potential feelings may stem from a lack of 
awareness of various security measures or a belief that these measures are inadequate. 
Just like crime statistics, student perception of safety and security is arguably an 
important measure of the effectiveness of University police. With the information and 
insight gained from surveying the student population’s perception of campus safety and 
security through institutional review board (IRB) approved questionnaires, this 
descriptive study aims to identify whether there are any statistically significant fears of 
crime or victimization within this sample population. The results of this survey show that 
the students surveyed did not demonstrate any overt safety or security concerns and also 
that students had a minimal fear of crime on campus. However analysis of responses by 
various sub-categories indicates that the study should be replicated perhaps with a focus 
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Introduction 
Scholastic institutions, such as universities and colleges, must promote order and 
security on their campuses. Campus police are entrusted with the duty to promote safety 
and security on campus. As time has progressed, campus police have been granted 
greater power on and around college campuses. With this greater power, campus police 
have a greater duty to ensure that college campuses are safer and more secure than ever 
before.  
When trying to assess the effectiveness of campus police, student perception of 
crime is just as important a measure as the amount of crime that is reported. This study 
aims to survey student perception of campus safety and security, as well as student 
perception of campus police. Instead of attempting to survey the entire undergraduate and 
graduate student body, the survey was given to students in the University of Nevada, 
Reno‟s (UNR‟s) criminal justice classes. Those who participated in this study were given 
a survey (located in Appendix A) concerning crime, safety, and the university police. 
With the information and insight gained from surveying students in Criminal Justice 
classes, this study hopes to identify whether students feel unsafe and unsecure on campus 
and if students are unsatisfied with the UNR‟s police services.  
Upon securing Institutional Review Board approval, the anonymous 
questionnaires were given out at the beginning of Criminal Justice classes CRJ 101, CRJ 
102, and CRJ 413. An advantage of surveying these particular classes was that students 
taking Criminal Justice classes might be more aware and take greater interest in campus 
safety, in addition to potentially being more conscious of safety and security measures 
that are currently utilized. After 190 students of the Criminal Justice student population 
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completed the survey, the data was inputted and statistically analyzed to determine 
whether there was any statistically significant fear of crime or victimization among the 
population sampled.  
There are many anticipated benefits that may result from this study. Potential 
strategies can be developed by appropriate authorities such as the University of Nevada, 
Reno‟s (UNR) campus police or the Associated Students of the University of Nevada 
(ASUN), which is responsible for the existence of Campus Escort. These newly 
developed strategies could increase the perception of safety and security of students who 
may feel that the UNR is not currently as safe as it should be. The survey may also be 
used by UNR‟s police services for further study of student perception of crime and 
safety. Most importantly, this study may show other institutions of higher learning and 
other campus police agencies that statistics on campus crime are only half the picture, 
and that perception of safety is a legitimate criterion for measuring a campus police 
department‟s effectiveness.  
Literature Review 
History of Campus Police 
Campus police have evolved in organization and prevalence since they were first 
established at Yale University in 1894 (Castellano, 1998). During the late 1940s and 
early 1950s, the campus police were employed mainly to provide traffic and parking 
control (Pehler, 1982). Throughout the 1960s and 1970s campus police were 
unsuccessful in quelling riotous and violent situations that were frequent on college 
campuses across the nation (Castellano, 1998). Civil disorder on university and college 
campuses during this time led to an increase in organization and prevalence of campus 
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police departments in the United States (Pehler, 1982). By the 1970s many officers were 
gaining full arrest powers either by being deputized locally or by statute (Brubacher & 
Willis, 1968). Today, campus police have become more important in preventing and 
reacting to violence on college campuses. As the importance of campus police has grown, 
police officers on campus have been granted extended powers and have become 
permanent fixtures on many college campuses.  
As campus police have become more visible on universities and college 
campuses, analysis of campus crime and the development of crime prevention techniques 
specific to this unique environment are constantly being undertaken by criminal justice 
academics that have an affinity for campus safety and security.  Past research includes 
comparing campus police department practices from various institutions and descriptive 
accounts of a particular institution. 
Relevant Research in the Field 
There has been a plethora of research concerning crime on college campuses. 
Some research such as Kenneth J. Peak, Emmanuel P. Barthe and Adam Garcia Campus 
Policing in America: A Twenty-Year Perspective deals with compiling data about 
Universities campus police programs and assessing and comparing different size 
institutions and their campus police agencies. Other research such as Max L. Bromley‟s 
study Analyzing Campus Crime and Police Resources: Implications for Policy-Makers is 
concerned with the development and the implementation of crime prevention tactics. 
Campus Policing In America 
Past research that compares and analyzes data from multiple campuses offer some 
useful information. Campus Policing in America: A Twenty-Year Perspective by Kenneth 
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J. Peak, Emmanuel P. Barthe and Adam Garcia utilized data that was collected in 1986 
concerning various attributes of campus police departments. They contrasted and 
compared these same agencies and these same attributes 20 years later. Campus police 
“were queried about agency titles; reporting lines; administrators‟ experience, education, 
tenure, and diversity; agency powers, jurisdiction, rank, training, 
activities/responsibilities, and relations with local police agencies; and involvement in 
disaster planning and terrorism readiness” (2008, 239). The authors of this study looked 
at the increase in diversity of personnel, prior supervisory experience of those employed, 
police powers, and improved relations with local police as evidence that campus police 
agencies had sufficiently progressed to promote and protect the student body adequately 
and efficiently.  
Peak and Barthe‟s study documented how campus policing organizations have 
come to improve themselves from 1986 until 2006. This study is useful if campus police 
are not being perceived by students as fulfilling their role of providing “an atmosphere of 
respect and safety through prevention, partnership and professional service” (Garcia, 
2009). If students do not perceive campus police as effective one can analyze their 
organization, diversity, education, training, and etc., of the campus police officers and 
determine whether any of these areas could be improved upon. 
Background of University of Nevada, Reno Police Services 
 UNR‟s campus police was established in 1967. The on-campus police department 
was developed with the goal of “making [the] campus a safe place to live, study and 
work” (Garcia, 2009). In order to promote a safe environment, UNR‟s police services‟ 
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informs students and faculty about “safety, security, [and] crimes that occur on or near 
campus” (Garcia, 2009).  
Nevada Revised Statutes Concerning Campus Police 
The first step toward understanding UNR‟s campus police department lies in 
knowing where the campus police derive their power. UNR‟s police services derive its 
power from state statutes. Specifically the legitimacy of the UNR‟s police department‟s 
power is clearly defined in Nevada Revised Statute (NRS) 396.325, which asserts that 
The Board of Regents of the UNR may: “1. Create a Police Department for the System 
and appoint one or more persons to be members of the Department; and 2. Authorize the 
Department to enter into interlocal agreements pursuant to chapter 277 of NRS with other 
law enforcement agencies to provide for the rendering of mutual aid.” Chapter 277 of the 
Nevada Revised Statutes defines and regulates the “cooperative agreements: [between] 
state, counties, cities, districts, and other public agencies” (NRS, Title 22, Chapter 277). 
In addition to granting the UNR‟s police department recognized power, the Nevada 
Revised Statute 289.350 also states that  
“1. A person employed and compensated as a member of the police department of 
the Nevada System of Higher Education, when appointed pursuant to subsection 
1 of NRS 396.325 and duly sworn, is a peace officer, but may exercise his power 
or authority only: (a) Upon the campuses of the Nevada System of Higher 
Education, including that area to the center line of public streets adjacent to a 
campus; (b) When in hot pursuit of a violator leaving such a campus or area; (c) 
In or about other grounds or properties of the Nevada System of Higher 
Education” 
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Understanding the areas in which the campus police may exercise power and 
authority aids in developing effective reactive and preventative measures to combat crime 
and in openly promoting safety and security among the university‟s student population.  
For example, if students perceive campus police‟s authority to delve further into 
the community surrounding campus than it actually does, an inaccurate perception of 
campus police‟s jurisdiction and effectiveness may result. If there is an increase in crime 
in the neighborhoods near campus that is not dealt with swiftly, students may perceive 
that campus police are not doing their job successfully. However, according to the 
Nevada Revised Statutes the neighborhoods surrounding campus are most likely not 
under the jurisdiction of UNR‟s campus police. Thus, making students aware the 
jurisdiction of campus police may be good step toward improving their perception within 
the student body. 
Campus Crime and Security Act of 1990 
In addition to state statutes dictating the rules and responsibilities of campus 
police departments, there is also a federal law that campus police have to abide by. 
Federal code, 20 USC 1092 (f) otherwise known as the Campus Crime and Security Act 
of 1990, and often referred to as the Clery system,  sets forth guidelines that require 
“colleges and universities to disclose certain timely and annual information about campus 
crime and security policies” (Summary, 2008).  
“Schools have to publish an annual report every year by October 1
st
 that contains 
3 years worth of campus crime statistics and certain security policy statements including 
sexual assault policies which assure basic victims‟ rights, the law enforcement authority 
of campus police, and where students should go to report crimes” (Summary, 2008). “The 
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underlying purpose of the Campus Crime and Security Act of 1990 is to forewarn present 
and future students and their parents about instances of violence at particular institutions” 
specifically concerning sexual assault and murder (Hummer, 2004, 392). A sample of 





Before assessing student perception of and fear of crime on campus, it is 
important to determine whether UNR‟s campus crime rates are not unusual. If they were 
abnormal the results of any study, including this one, which aim to gage fear levels of 
crime on campus would not have any applicability to other institution similar in size and 
composition. The most recent report of crime on campus appears to be confined to 
burglary offenses, 21, motor vehicle theft, 3, sex offenses, 2, aggravated assault, 1, and an 
arson offense; the total number of offenses was 28. Other colleges such as Boise State 
Campus Security Data Analysis Cutting Tool. (2010). University of Nevada, 
Reno: Criminal Offenses-On campus. U.S. Department of Education. 
http://ope.ed.gov/security/GetOneInstitutionData.aspx 
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University (BSU) and Utah State University (USU) which are similar in size, racial 
composition, and gender division, and tuition cost have similar crime trends (Student 
Review, 2010). When looking at the 2008 crime statistics for USU there are 31 reported 
burglary offenses, which is also the offense that is most likely to occur on UNR‟s 
campus, and 6 reported sex offenses while all other categories are 0; the total number of 
offenses are 37 (Office of Post Secondary Education, 2010). In 2008, BSU had 14 
reported burglary offense, 1 reported robbery offense, and 1 reported arson offense; the 
total number of offenses was 16 (Office of Post Secondary Education, 2010). These 
statistics demonstrate that UNR does not have abnormally high reported crime statistics 
when compared to institutions of similar composition, even though they have a wider 
range of crimes being committed. By looking at these abovementioned crime statistics of 
UNR, one may assume that students would be most fearful of burglary, and crimes like 
burglary, as it appears to occur most often and is steadily increasing on this particular 
campus.  
The Clery system is very helpful in understanding how often certain crimes occur 
on campus and perhaps how safe certain campuses may be. However, it needs to be 
acknowledged that the Clery system is not without flaws. There are some problems with 
this system. First, the actual number of crimes that are committed and the times that they 
are reported are not the same. One may be the victim of an offense on campus, yet s/he 
does not report it. Karen Weiss‟s report entitled Shame, Self-Blame and Other Reasons 
Why Victims Don't Report Sexual Crimes to the Police acknowledges that statistics on 
reported sex crimes may not represent the entire truth.  
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“Victims may make conscious decisions not to report in order to avoid potential 
embarrassment and further negative repercussions to themselves and significant 
others. Moreover, reporting requires that the victim be willing to hold a 
perpetrator publicly accountable for his actions, an imputation that can be 
severely impeded when the offender is someone the victim knows intimately” 
(Weiss, 2009).   
Second, this system only requires statistics on certain crimes be made public 
knowledge, and does not requiring other crimes that are more likely on a college campus 
such as alcohol citations to be reported. 
Lastly, the Clery reporting system does not include student perception of crime on 
campus. Despite the fact that the released crime statistics on campus from 2006-2008 
show that aggravated assault and motor vehicle theft on campus are on the decline, 
students may not perceive it to be this way. Thus, a survey of the perception of the 
student population should be studied as another measure of the effectiveness of campus 
police. 
Ensuring campus safety and security is arguably one of the most important duties 
of the University police. “Today, universities throughout the country face the related 
problems of increases in campus crimes and generally inadequate police resources…One 
way to help meet these needs is to use a data driven decision-making process that 
includes information regarding campus crime and existing campus police resources” 
(Bromley, 1995, 193). This study aims to identify any potential fears that may exist 
among UNR‟s student population. 
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Analyzing Campus Crime and Police Resources 
Max L. Bromley‟s study Analyzing Campus Crime and Police Resources: 
Implications for Policy-Makers touches on proactive measures to support security and 
safety on college campuses. Bromley “seeks ways to explore the use of new technology 
in order to enhance the overall security of their own campuses without significantly 
increasing the size of their staff” (1995, 191). As the current economic situation has 
stifled many college budgets, increasing campus police personnel may not be an option. 
Therefore, cost conscious measures that also promote safety and security are especially 
important, particularly if students feel unsafe, unsecure, and unsatisfied with the campus 
police department.   
Bromley suggests cost-effective measures, namely, having new buildings 
equipped with alarms and security cameras, which only need to be monitored by one 
officer. This would decrease the amount of personnel needed to search and patrol the 
campus while further ensuring the safety of those in the buildings. Although some 
buildings have been equipped with security monitors and parking garages have 
emergency blue lights installed, it would be the height of hubris to believe that these 
measures are enough to ensure safety and security of all students.  
Another technique to better secure a college campus that doesn‟t require an 
increase in campus security personnel involves the installation of high quality lighting in 
parking lots and around buildings “that do not have an adequate number of police officers 
necessary to provide a high level of security patrol” (Bromley, 1995, 191). The 
implementation of more and better lighting may deter criminals from both theft and 
violence.  
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Finally, Bromley advocates that “campus police decision makers should conduct 
periodic reviews of crime trends on their own campuses” (Bromley, 1995, 191). 
Monitoring campus police crime trends in the community surrounding the college 
campus would “serve as a point of reference in that many of our campuses today are 
similar to small cities or towns” (Bromley, 1995, 192). For example, if narcotic issues or 
violence in the surrounding city were to arise, it would be possible for these issues to 
trickle into university life in due time. This shows that campus police should be aware of 
crime trends both on and off campus. 
Arming the Campus Cops 
Research done at the University of Massachusetts-Lowell (Hummer, Austin, and 
Bumphus) examined the use of firearm by campus police. The study aimed to assess the 
campus constituency support and rationale for arming the police force at one university. 
Respondents in this study were split in their views of arming campus police: “36 percent 
responded „yes,‟ 38 percent „no,‟ while the remaining 26 percent were „unsure‟” 
(Hummer et al, 1998, 260). This research provided a template for how to implement a 
survey in a university setting. This research also showed that surveys will not always 
bring about overwhelming support or condemnation of one side or the other.  
Hummer, Austin, and Bumphus‟ study is a descriptive study as is this study. This 
study aims to assess student fear level on campus based upon responses to various 
questions. A specific hypothesis is not being tested rather this study aims to detect 
potential patterns in response that may indicate a need for further surveying of this 
population. Just as in the case with the aforementioned study, this study may not 
demonstrate any significant concern with safety and security or campus police as well. 
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Methodology 
Institution specific research like Hummer, Austin, Bumphus‟ study Arming the 
Campus Cops: A Descriptive and Multivariate Assessment of Support can be applicable 
to other institutions of higher learning that are similar in size, composition, and other 
important variables. This study concerning the perceptions of UNR‟s Criminal Justice 
student‟s view of campus crime, safety, and policing has similar benefits. Those 
institutions comparable in composition to the University of Nevada‟s may have a student 
body whose views are comparable and the remedies, if any are necessary, may also be 
put into place at their institution. 
IRB Approval 
Prior to attempting to survey UNR‟s student population, Institutional Review 
Board (IRB) approval had to be attained. Research staff involved in this study were 
required to “review core training documentation including the UNR Policies and 
Procedures for Human Research Protection, and the Belmont Report: Ethical Principles 
and Guidelines for the Protection of Human Subjects of Research” (Forms, 2008). Since 
the research posed minimal risk to the desired population, did not identify the subjects 
involved, nor posed a risk or harm to those involved, and involved informed consent, an 
application for exempt status was undertaken (Training/Ongoing Education, 2005). Upon 
being granted approval, the application for exempt research was filled out (included in 
Appendix D). The completed application for exempt status was submitted and approved 
in the fall semester of 2009. In the beginning of the spring semester of 2010, the surveys 
were distributed. 
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Data Collection 
This research was conducted using an anonymous questionnaire (Appendix A) 
which collected basic demographic information such as age, gender, race/ethnicity, rank, 
along with more specific questions designed to ascertain the student‟s perceptions of 
crime, safety and security, and campus police. 
The survey questions used in a previous study of the same nature, Cheryl 
Bedenbaugh study entitled Measuring Fear of Crime on Campus: A Study of an Urban 
University, influenced the questions used in this survey. Bedenbaugh‟s survey aimed to 
assess student fears on campus in addition to understanding perceived fear of sexual 
assault, physical harm, being mugged, auto theft, car vandalism, threatened with an 
object, and murder, just as the previous study.  
The survey included these crimes because campus police are required to keep 
statistics on these crimes. Surveying student‟s perceptions of likelihood and seriousness 
of these crimes could be compared with the actual reported incidents of these crimes. 
Survey Description 
Paper surveys were used to collect the data. Administering paper surveys rather 
than using a survey website such as SurveyMonkey, allowed me to be able to better 
understand the process of data collection and analysis from start to finish. This means 
that not only did I actively partake in collecting the data through administering the 
surveys to various students in person, but I also had gained first hand experience in data 
entry. Increasing my understanding of data collection also aided in explaining the results 
of this survey to others.   
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Giving a survey in Criminal Justice classes was the best fit for the scope and 
length of time allotted for this research. Those who took the survey were predominantly 
students majoring in Criminal Justice at UNR. Despite the idea that the opinions of this 
group may not be entirely reflective of the student population, this survey could still to be 
used as a model for other researchers, on both the UNR campus and other university 
campuses, to follow (Bachman and Schutt, 2007). The survey created could be used by 
all student body members; therefore it could be easily replicated in future research.   
Population  
This survey was administered to three criminal justice classes. As the survey deals 
with the perception of campus safety and security, criminal justice classes were believed 
to be the most perceptive to these issues on campus. Introductory classes were chosen 
because they offered access to numerous potential respondents; approximately 145 
students came from these classes. One class was an upper division class with 
approximately 45 students. Overall there were 190 students surveyed. Given that there 
were approximately 500 criminal justice majors, the survey reached almost 40% of the 
population. 48.9% were male. Approximately 72.6% of those surveyed in these criminal 
justice classes self-identified as Criminal Justice majors while the rest were defined as 
other majors. Of those surveyed 70% identified themselves as Caucasian (White, Non-
Hispanic), 12.6% as Hispanic, 9.5% as African-American, 5.3% as Asian, and 1.6% as 
other. Of those surveyed 29.5% responded that they lived on-campus in a dormitory, 
3.7% lived in a fraternity/sorority house, 24.7% lived with a roommate off-campus, 
33.2% lived off-campus with family, 6.8% lived off-campus alone, 1.6% responded that 
their housing situation was different than the options given in the survey and chose other. 
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The average age of those surveyed was 19.9 years of age. The average number of years in 
college of those surveyed was 3.01, and the average number of credits taken was 14.36. 
Table 1 shows the demographic of the sample. 
Table 1: Sample Description 
N %
Gender Male 93 48.9
Major CJ 138 72.6
Other 51 26.8
Race Caucasian (White, Non-Hispanic) 133 70
Hispanic 24 12.6
African American 18 9.5
Asian 10 5.3
Other 3 1.6
Housing On-Campus in a dormitory 56 29.5
Off-campus in a fraternity/sorority house 7 3.7
Off-Campus with a roommate(s) 47 24.7
Off-campus with family 63 33.2
Off-campus alone 13 6.8
Other 3 1.6
Class TypeDay 137 72.1
Night 1 0.5
Both 52 27.4  
The participants answered 34 questions. Questions were divided into two types of 
answers sets. The responses to the proposed question were either yes, no, or no answer, 
or the students were asked to rate their response on a scale from 1-10. Asking students to 
rank responses on a scale of 1-10 allowed the researcher to better understand and assess 
crime perception of those surveyed than a simple yes and no response would. Students 
were told that this survey was voluntary and that their answers were anonymous. The 
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survey took approximately ten minutes to complete and was administered at the 
beginning of each class. 
Sample 
The sample that was acquired could be labeled as a convenience sample; 
“elements are selected because they are available or easy to find” (Bachman and Schutt, 
2007, 121). Elements that were selected because they were easily accessible were the 
classes. Although a convenience sample is not the ideal sampling method, as a random 
sample of all potential subjects is desirable, it is the most practical option and could still 
offer other valuable information concerning student opinion on campus safety, security, 
and police. 
SPSS Definition 
After the surveys were administered, each question on the survey was coded. The 
specific classes surveyed were not coded, so the database does not indicate which survey 
came from what class. There were no unique personal identifiers in this survey. The 
coding protocol began by inputting the data in the surveys into a database program called 
SPSS. The coding protocol included naming variables, assigning values labels, and 
describing each variable with a variable label. 
Securing Data 
To protect the confidentiality of participant data, the surveys were kept in a 
locked professor‟s office only to be accessed with the professor‟s permission. The only 
people who had access to the surveys were the researchers and the IRB if they should 
ever request it.  
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Data Analysis 
SPSS stands for “Statistical Package for the Social Sciences” (How, 2010).  
Essentially each answer to each question was input in a similar way to how it was 
presented on the survey. For instance one question reads: 
 Please rate your fear level of crime on campus.  
Not afraid at all 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Very afraid 
After all the answers to this question were coded, SPSS was used to analyze the data. For 
example if the average response to the aforementioned question was 3.3, then the 
response rate meant that on average students who were surveyed had a minimal fear of 
crime on campus. I was able to break down answers according to gender responses and 
cross tabulate the responses by demographics.   
  The data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, independent sample t tests, 
and cross tabulations, in order to determine whether the responses between various 
groups were statistically significant at .05%. 
Results  
 The surveys were analyzed in two groups, those questions with answers that 
ranged on a scale from 1-10 were analyzed together, and those questions with answers 
that were divided into categories yes, no, and no answers were analyzed together. The 
analysis of all the data including average responses to questions that asked student to rate 
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Table 2: Fear Level of Crime on Campus 
Fear Level (1- Not Afraid at All - 10- Very Afraid) Mean (n=190)
Please rate your fear level of crime on campus 3.33
Please rate how afraid  you are of being a victim of a crime on campus during the day 1.71
Please rate how afraid you are of being a victim of crime on campus at night 4.68
Please rate how afraid you are of going out alone on campus at night? 4.35
Please rate how afraid you are of walking from the library to the parking lot at night 3.49
Please rate how afraid you are of walking from your classroom to the parking lot alone at night 3.82
Please rate how much media reports affect your fear of crime on campus 4.09
Average Response 3.64  
As shown in Table 2, on a scale of 1(Not Afraid at All) - 10(Very Afraid) the 
average response to questions measuring fear on campus was 3.64. This result 
demonstrates a rather low level of fear on the UNR campus. The highest level of fear 
occurred when students were asked to rate “how afraid you are of being a victim of crime 
at night?” on a scale of 1-10 the average response rate was 4.68. In direct contrast, 
students had the least amount of fear on campus during the day, 1.71. Day time fear 
levels when compared to nighttime fear levels were less than half. These results 
demonstrate that security measures, if developed, should focus on decreasing the fear that 
students have of being on campus at night. The responses to these questions show that the 
fear level on campus varies under different circumstances but in general is minimal.  
The responses also demonstrated that media reports affect student‟s fear levels of 
crime. Media influence received an average response of 4.09. Since media impact on fear 
level was demonstrated, albeit only slightly more than most other categories, the effect of 
media reporting on crime and fear should be examined.   
Andrew Karmen‟s Crime Victims: An Introduction to Victimology examines 
media reporting and crime. He reports that the media only reports on “items considered 
newsworthy [and they] must be attention grabbers, that is, some aspect of the crime, the 
The Perception and Realities of Campus Crime 19  
offender or the victim, must be unusual, unexpected strange, perverse, or shocking” 
anything to the contrary is not noteworthy (Karmen, 2006, 20). Crimes that are atypical 
such as a brutal murder, unsolved crimes, or a potential string of related crimes are 
publicized. He also found that the amount of space and/or time that a news outlet, 
whether it be through print or television, can devote to a story is short, fast paced, and 
superficial rather than informative. The whole story is simplified, leaving much 
unexplained. The criminal act that occurred is explained and the likelihood of 
victimization is portrayed as imminent, but all other important details are often left out. 
Another bias is that only the negative aspects and most frightening aspects of the story 
are reported along with the fact “that nothing can be done to counteract the damage 
inflicted by offenders” (Karmen, 2006, 20).  
It is important to understand the media‟s influence on student‟s fear level of 
crime. If students base their perception of safety on media reports than on crime reports, 
discrepancies may develop between student perceptions of crime and actual amount 
crime. Attempting to assuage distorted media reporting may be one of the first steps 
toward decreasing fear on campus undertaken by campus police. 
Table 3: Likelihood of Victimization on Campus 
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be: (1-Very Unlikely - 10- Very Likely) Mean (n=190)
A victim of sexual assault on campus 2.68
A victim of physical harm on campus 3.28
Mugged on campus 3.7
A victim of auto theft on campus 2.98
A victim of car vandalism on campus 3.35
Threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument on campus 3.47
Murdered on campus 2.22
A victim of physical harm on campus 3.37
Average Response 3.13  
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  Along with a low level of fear, students do not perceive the likelihood of various 
crimes to be high. Table 3 shows the responses to each question, the average response 
rate for all crimes is 3.13, on a scale of 1 (Not Likely at All) – 10 (Very Likely). This is 
even lower than the fear of crime that is shown in table 2. The crimes that received the 
lowest average response rate were sexual assault, manslaughter, and murder. The Campus 
Crime and Security Act, which, again is responsible for making campus police agencies 
report crime statistics, was created with the goal of specifically wanting sexual assault 
and murder occurrences on campus to decrease these crimes. 
All responses to these questions were less than 4. The highest rated category was 
the likelihood of mugging which was rated 3.70. If one were to look at the most recent 
reported statistics released by the UNR police services from 2006-2008 (as required by 
the Campus Crime and Security Act of 1990) the crime most similar in nature to mugging 
is robbery. This was also one of the least likely crimes that to be reported; occurring only 
one time in 2007. Students were most fearful of a crime that only occurred once in the 
last three years. This results show that statistics on crime are not always accurately 
reflective of student perception of crime.  
Since the fear of crime and the perception of the likelihood of victimization are 
low, this study appears to demonstrate that security and safety on campus may be 
effectively portrayed to students on UNR‟s campus. The assertions that the results of this 
study are legitimate are further validated by student‟s responses to the perceived 
seriousness of various crimes. 
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Table 4: Perceived Seriousness of Crime on Campus 
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be: (1-Not Serious - 10-Very Serious) Mean (n=190)
A victim of sexual assault on campus 8.71
A victim of physical harm on campus 8.23
Mugged on campus 8.18
A victim of auto theft on campus 7.88
A victim of car vandalism on campus 7.29
Threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument on campus 8.69
Murdered on campus 9.04
Mugged on campus 8.15
Average Response 8.27  
The responses to the perceived seriousness of crimes are shown in Table 4. 
Students on average perceived crimes ranging from sexual assault to murder, as much 
closer to very serious than not serious at all. On a scale of 1 (Not Serious) – 10 (Very 
Serious) student‟s response on average was 8.27.  Despite the fact that students do not 
fear crime or view crime on campus as likely, the average response rate shows that 
students do perceive these crimes as serious.  
 Among the various crimes that are listed in this question, murder was found to be 
the most serious offense rated 9.04. The least seriously rated crimes were car vandalism 
and auto theft which were rated 7.29 and 7.88 respectively. It is interesting, yet not 
surprising, that of all the crimes listed those that did not involve interaction between 
victim and criminal were viewed as least serious. 





Total 190 100  
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The response to the question “Do you avoid going out alone” is shown in Table 5. 
The results demonstrate that on average respondents did not fear being a victim of a 
crime. As desired, the majority of respondents never avoided going out alone on campus 
as a result of fear.  
Past research can aid in explaining those why some students responded that they 
sometimes or always avoid going out alone on campus. Liska, Lawrence, and 
Sanchirico‟s study entitled Fear of Crime as a Social Fact states that “extant research 
suggest that [fear] has increased since the mid 1960s, [and] that it affects people‟s 
psychological dispositions and social behavior” (1982, 767). Fear may explain why 
students sometimes or always avoid going out alone on campus. Students may fear going 
out alone on campus due to ineffective safety and security measures. 




Total 185 97.4  
Respondents were also asked whether or not they avoided certain areas of 
campus; the responses are shown in table 6. From table 6 we see that almost ¾ of the 
student body do not avoid particular areas on campus. This could be due to respondents 
feeling that the campus is adequately being secured.  
 The responses to the follow up fill-in-the-bank question, “which areas of campus 
do you avoid” share common characteristics. These responses give one insight into the 
types of areas students on campus do avoid. Many students responded that they avoid the 
older areas on the outskirts of campus that are less frequented, in addition to parking 
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garages at night. These areas can be accurately described as isolated, dark, and enclosed; 
all traits which would increase fear levels in most people. The University could input 
more lighting, increase foot patrol, and place visible cameras surveying these identified 
areas in an effort to increase feelings of safety and security on campus. Students also 
responded in this survey that placing a couple of shuttle stops in the older areas of 
campus could increase traffic flow to this area which may in turn quell fears among 
students who frequent these areas for class or perhaps work.  
University of Nevada, Reno Police Services  
Despite the fact that students fear level and perception of the likelihood of 
victimization on campus is minimal, there was a consensus among respondents that 
UNR‟s police services should do more. Even though student fear levels are minimal, they 
still exist. Students may believe that the goal of the police services is to make fear of all 
crimes non-existent, which would explain students responses to “Do you feel there is a 
need for the University Police to change the amount of police presence on campus?” 
Some questions measured student perception and knowledge of the campus police, while 
other questions inquired about student perception of the amount of police presence 
throughout their time at this institution. 




Total 146 76.8  
Table 7 reflects the responses to the question: “Do you feel there is a need for the 
University police to change the amount of police presence on campus.” Of those who 
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responded, there was an obvious desire to alter the amount of campus police. The desire 
for a change in the amount of police presence could stem from a skewed perception of the 
current amount of campus officers that are actually employed. If students rarely see 
officers, as many remarked in the comments section of the survey, they would then 
believe there are not a lot on campus. Consequently, they may desire a change in police 
presence to the level they feel is necessary, which may be the same as the actual amount 
on campus. 
Table 8: Should the Police Presence Increase, Decrease, Stay the Same 
Frequency Percent
Increase Police presence 68 35.8
Stay about the same 9 4.7
Decrease police presence 5 2.6
Total 82 43.2  
Some of those who desired a change in Table 7 also supported an increase in the 
police presence as evidenced by the responses in Table 8.  These results validate the 
previous recommendation of increasing foot patrols and the creation of bicycle patrols, in 
addition to the current level of motor vehicle patrols, on the south end of campus and in 
parking garages. Redirecting current officers to these identified problem areas will 
ultimately leave other areas of campus less protected. In order to prevent potential shifts 
of perceived unsafety in these areas, increasing police staff appears to be the best option. 




Total 154 81.1  
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  Table 9 depicts the responses to the question “Would you say that the level of 
University police presence is enough to prevent crime?” to which the majority of those 
responded “No”.  One should not simply look to crime reports and assume more police 
officers are not needed, especially if students desire it. It must also be acknowledged that 
those who responded to this question may not have an accurate perception of how many 
campus police there are on campus.  




Total 174 91.6  
Table 10 shows the responses to the question, “Do you know how to get in 
contact with the University police?” Only 57.9% responded yes to this question. 
University police may first attempt to increase the number of students that know how to 
get into contact with them as their first step toward rectifying student‟s desire for an 
increase in police officers on campus. Knowing how to get into contact with campus 
police could potentially decrease student‟s desire for more police. If a student doesn‟t 
know how to get in contact with officers, they will naturally desire more officers on 
campus around just in case they need them. 
Analyzing Data by Subgroups  
 Although initial analysis of the responses to the survey did not appear to yield any 
significant results that pointed to the campus being unsafe and unsecure, the researcher 
wanted to check for difference among groups. Breaking down the responses according to 
gender, race, and housing, was done with the intention of comparing their view of 
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campus safety. If the data reflected that a specific group was more fearful, then specific 
measures adapted to that groups unique characteristics could potentially be identified and 
implemented. If the data reflected that no groups were fearful then the argument that 
students perceive the campus as safe and secure could be affirmed. 
Gender  
Although the data did not show any significant difference when analyzed as 
whole, when analyzed by gender significant concerns about safety and security among 
the female population became evident.  





Total 100.00% 100.00%  
As evidenced by Table 11, female participants were more likely to respond that 
they feared going out alone on campus due to being the victim of a crime either 
sometimes or always considerably more than male respondents. This problem could be 
remedied by examining the solutions mentioned by Bromley (1995) and Fisher and May 
(2009). They both acknowledge that installing more lights and security monitoring 
cameras which could deter potential criminals may help to decrease fear among all.  
Table 12: Police Presence Needs to: Increase, Decrease, Stay the Same 
Male Female
Increase Police presence 73.70% 92.70%
Stay about the same 13.20% 7.30%
Decrease police presence 13.20%
Total 100.00% 100.00%  
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Table 12 shows the gendered responses to the question “Do you believe the police 
presence needs to: Increase, Decrease, or Stay the Same?” Females overwhelmingly 
desired an increase in police presence. 92.7% of females believed stronger measures were 
needed while a 73.7% of males also believed such measures were needed. Female‟s 
desire for increased police presence and stronger crime prevention measures could be in 
proportion with their perceived likelihood of victimization. This is an area that could 
possibly be looked into in future research. 
Table 13: Statistically Significant Responses Regarding Victimization 
Male Female
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim of sexual assault on campus 1.4 4.09
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim of physical harm on campus 2.59 4.07
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be mugged on campus 3.09 4.37
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim  of auto theft on campus 2.6 3.28
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be a victim of physical harm on campus 7.81 8.78
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument on campus8.37 9.16  
Female and male responses to the questions shown in Table 13, demonstrated that 
females believed victimization on campus was more likely than males. Participants were 
asked to rate the seriousness of victimization.  In each category females ranked the 
likelihood and seriousness of victimization higher than their male counterparts. Examples 
of just a few of the many responses that were statistically significant (at .05%) are in 
table 13.  
When analyzing the survey responses by gender there appears to be a need for 
increased security measures targeted towards females on campus, but not for males. The 
measures necessary to make this group less fearful of crime on campus are beyond the 
scope of this research but are obviously needed. The differences in responses may be a 
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result of the media‟s influence on females perception of crime on campus, which on 
average rated was 5.37 on a scale from 1 (Not at All) – to 10 (A lot) compared to males 
who only responded on average with 2.89. Media reports are outside the control of 
campus police, so they may not be able to do much to prevent fear that stems from this 
area.  
Race 
The responses to this survey were further analyzed according to racial lines. In 
doing so the racial categories were simplified into two groups, rather than the six initially 
introduced on the original survey. They were divided into: whites and non-whites. Non-
whites included those who identified themselves as Hispanic, African American, Asian, 
Native American, or Other. The responses to each question were analyzed by comparing 
the answers of whites to non-whites; however, the results were not statistically significant 
(at .05%) meaning there was not a significant discrepancy in the answers of one group 
compared to the other. 
Housing 
The responses of those surveyed were also analyzed to determine if there were 
differences in answers of those living On-Campus (such as those living in dormitories 
and in fraternity/sorority houses) compared to Off-Campus (with a roommate(s), with 
family, alone, or in some other situation). Those questions with statistically significant (at 
.05%) outcomes are listed below: 
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Table 14: Statistically Significant Likelihood and Seriousness of Victimization 
Responses Based on Living Situation 
Where do you live? 1(Very Unlikely) - 10 (Very Likely) On-Campus Off-Campus
How likely it is in your opinion that you will be mugged on campus 4.21 3.45
How likely it is in your opinion that you will be threatened with an instrument on campus 4.02 3.18
How likely it is in your opinion that you will be murdered on campus 2.81 1.93
How serious it would be in your opinion to be a victim of sexual assault on campus 8.13 8.99
How serious it would be in your opinion to be threatened with an instrument on campus 8.16 8.94
How serious it would be in your opinion to be murdered on campus 8.94 9.09  
Table 14 reflects the likelihood and seriousness of victimization responses that 
were statistically significant at .05%. Table 14 shows that those who live On-Campus 
were more likely to fear certain crimes more than those who lived Off-Campus, yet it was 
those who lived Off-Campus that perceived the aforementioned crimes as more serious 
than their On-Campus counterparts. This outcome was explainable. Those who live On-
Campus might be more aware of crime, or potential crimes, that occur in and around 
campus, than those who lived elsewhere. Those who lived Off-Campus might only be 
aware of the reported incidence of crime in and around campus, while those who lived 
On-Campus were more inclined to know first-hand or hear about unreported crimes on 
campus. Thus, one‟s living situation affected one‟s knowledge of criminal activity in and 
around campus. Subsequently those who lived On-Campus and who believe crime was 
likely to occur on campus, as a result of underreported incidents, may become 
desensitized to these crimes and find them less serious.  
Discussion 
Campus police can attempt to change student‟s perception of safety and security 
on campus in many ways. Bonnie S. Fisher and David May‟s article College Student’s 
Crime Related Fears on Campus identifies potential fear-provoking cues some which are 
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previously mentioned and some that have not been. “Sighted individuals scan their 
immediate environment for cues of danger, physical threat, or harm that would make 
themselves, others, or their property vulnerable to attack (Fisher and May, 2009, 302). 
Researchers have determined that lighting, foliage, group loitering, and visibility of 
police are “associated with crime related fears” (Fisher and May, 2009, 303).  
This research supports the notion that campus police should make it a point to 
engage in more daily walks around the interior of the campus, in addition to patrolling the 
exterior of campus by car. Increased presence within campus grounds would also help 
students developing an accurate perception of the amount of police on campus. On these 
proposed foot patrols the University police could also attempt to educate students about 
which areas are under their jurisdiction. 
Students may have also responded that they desire an increase in police presence 
because they are not aware of which areas the campus police are responsible for securing 
and protecting. If they believed that campus police were responsible for patrolling areas 
around campus such as apartment complexes or other non-university sponsored housing 
near campus, and they have never seen campus police in these areas this affects their 
perception of campus police; even if in reality those areas are not the responsibility of 
campus police. Thus, by campus police simply attempting to inform students of their 
power, authority, and jurisdiction this may alleviate the desire for more police presence, 
which in this economy is not likely to occur. 
Kenneth Ferraro‟s study concerning Women’s Fear of Victimization  provides 
insight into how fear operates differently in men and women which aids in explaining the 
results of this study, despite the fact that “men are more likely than women to be victim 
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of all types of crime except sexual assault” (1996, 667). This article poignantly points out 
that fear of crime may not be truly dependent upon one‟s fear of crime X but rather may 
be due to other related factors that could be associated with that crime. Ferraro argues a 
woman‟s fear of being raped or perception of the likelihood of rape “influences the fear 
of other types of crime” (1996, 686). For example, a woman is more likely to fear 
offenses that involve contact with a perpetrator more than crimes that involve no contact 
with an offender, since they perceive the likelihood of rape is high in the former case but 
not the latter.  
Pamela Wilcox Rountree and Kenneth C. Land‟s study concerning Perceived Risk 
versus Fear of Crime may also help to rectify the different perceptions of safety between 
genders that existed in the results of this study. This study shows one‟s perception of the 
risk, rather than the actual likelihood of criminality, affects one‟s fear of being 
victimized. This study “stresses that the elderly, women, and nonwhites fear crime more 
than other sociodemographic groups” due to a lack of social integration on average when 
compared to their contemporaries (Rountree and Land, 1996). This suggests that the 
results of the study may not be linked with the effectiveness of the campus police, but 
instead it could have more to due with the social integration (or lack there of) of those 
surveyed. It may be the case that the females who participated in this study were not as 
socially integrated as the males in this study.  
The results in this study appear to indicate that fear levels on this campus may 
need to be studied further. These preliminary results demonstrate that one‟s gender may 
impact one‟s fear level. Also where one lives appears to influence ones perception of and 
perceived seriousness of certain crimes which may in turn influence their fear levels of 
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crime on campus. In this study one‟s racial identity did not appear to indicate any 
significant discrepancies in fear levels. There may be a possibility that this sample is an 
anomaly and that a study involving more of the student body may show that there are 
statistically significant responses along racial lines. 
Future Research 
 As this study was merely a descriptive study, another study may be undertaken 
with the specific goal of analyzing responses based upon gender, racial, or housing lines. 
The campus police department could use the survey in order to examine student 
perception of safety and send it out routinely and keep track of responses. Perhaps the 
survey could be distributed during each semester, at the end or the beginning, and trends 
may emerge which may lead campus police to modify crime prevention tactics based 
upon season or time of day. Future research may also benefit by changing the crimes that 
are included in this survey, to more realistic and more common crimes that occur on 
campus. Rather than include murder, rape, auto-theft, etc., one can involve different types 
of theft such as bicycle, laptop, and wallet theft which may be more likely to occur on a 
college campuses. Also future research could occur on a greater scale, involving other 
institutions of higher learning such as local community colleges on a local or state wide 
level.   
Anticipated Significance: 
First and foremost this research was expected to benefit the student population of 
UNR through the development of potential strategies to increase perception of safety and 
security among UNR‟s students. Another anticipated benefit was that this study could 
serve as a template for other University campus police systems to replicate. The 
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International Association of Campus Law Enforcement Administrators that “advances 
public safety for educational institutions by providing educational resources, advocacy 
and professional development” may be interested in this study (IACLEA, 2008). As they 
promote the development and continued advancement of campus law enforcement 
tactics, the International Association of Campus Law Enforcement Administrators may 
have their various agencies utilize this survey in order to better gage their performance in 
the eyes of students. Most importantly, I believe other academics may begin to realize 
that statistics on crime are only half the picture, and that the perception of safety and 
security on campus is also a legitimate criterion for measuring a campus police 
department‟s effectiveness. 
Concerns and Conclusion: 
When analyzing the responses to this study it appeared that those surveyed, when 
taken as a whole, did not demonstrate any overt safety or security.  The average 
responses to the questions show that there is a minimal fear of crime on campus among 
the students who participated in this study.  
The perception of this study by UNR‟s campus police must also be considered. A 
mild fear level and discrepancies in fear levels based upon gender and living situations 
may not be new to campus police. The level of fear demonstrated in this study may be the 
norm and they may not feel new tactics may need to be developed. They may feel that 
more weight should be given to reported crime, rather than perception of crime, believing 
the perception of and fear of crime will always exist and as long as it is remains relatively 
minimal, as demonstrated in this study, they are effectively doing their job.  
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This research is not without flaws. Someone with more resources, time, and funds 
may be able to give this survey to a much greater portion of the student body and be able 
to draw a more well-rounded view of the perception of the student populations 
concerning campus safety, crime, and the University police. Research concerning 
security and safety must also keep in mind that there may be no easy nor absolute 
decision that can be made or implemented that will appease the subject population. 
Therefore, one must deal with the potential idea that even despite researching and 
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Survey Questions and Responses 
 
1.  Sex (Please Circle):  Male Female   
 
2.  Age:  ________ 
 
3. Major: ____________ 
 
4. Years in College: _________ 
   
5.  Race (Please Circle): 
Caucasian (White, Non-Hispanic)   Hispanic   African American  Asian  Native 
American  Other:________ 
 
6. Where do you live? (Please Circle) 
 On-Campus in a dormitory 
 Off-Campus in a fraternity/sorority house 
 Off-Campus with a roommate(s) 
 Off-Campus with family 
 Off-Campus alone 
 Other: ________________  
  
7. What type of classes do you typically take (Please Circle)? 
 Daytime    Nighttime     Both 
 
8. How many credits are you currently taking: ______ 
 
9. How do you usually get from one place to another on campus (Please Circle)? 
 Drive your own vehicle   Ride with friend(s)   Ride a bike 
 Other____________ 
 
10. Do you walk alone on campus during the day? ________ 
 
11. Do you walk alone on campus at night? __________ 
  
12. How often do you avoid going out alone on campus out of fear of being the victim of 
a crime (Please Circle)? 
 Never   Sometimes   Always 
 
Perception of Crime on Campus 
13. Please rate your fear level of crime is in on Campus.  
Not afraid at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very afraid 
 
14. Please rate how afraid you are of being a victim of crime on campus during the day 
 Not afraid at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very afraid 
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15. Please rate how afraid you are of being a victim of crime on campus at night 
 Not afraid at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very afraid 
 
16. Please rate how afraid you are of going out alone on campus at night? 
 Not afraid at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very afraid 
 
17. Please rate how likely it is, in your opinion, that you will be a victim of the following 
crimes on campus:  
a. Being sexually assaulted    
Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
b. Being physically harmed   
Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
c. Being mugged   Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
d. Being the victim of auto theft    
Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
e. Having your car vandalized on campus  
Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
f. Being threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument 
    Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
g. Being murdered   Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
h. Being physically harmed Not likely at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very likely 
 
18. Please rate how serious it would be, in your opinion, to be a victim of the following 
crimes on campus? 
a. Being sexually assaulted  Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
b. Being physically harmed  Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
c. Being mugged   Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
d. Being the victim of auto theft Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
e. Having your car vandalized on campus 
     Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
f. Being threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument 
     Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
g. Being murdered   Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
h. Being mugged   Not serious at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very 
Serious 
 
19. Please rate how afraid you are of walking from the library to the parking lot at night 
 Not afraid at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very afraid 
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20. Please rate how afraid you are of walking from your classroom to the parking lot 
alone at night 
 Not afraid at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very afraid 
 
21.  Please rate how much media reports affect your fear of crime on campus 
 Not at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very much 
 
22. Do you avoid areas on campus (please circle)?  Yes  No 
 If yes, which areas on campus do you avoid? _______________ 
  
 
23. In your time at the University do you believe crime… (please circle) 
Decreased  Stayed About the Same  Increased 
 
24. Would you say the level of University police presence on campus has changed since 
you have been attending the University (please circle) 
 Yes  No  No Answer 
 If yes, how has the police presence changed? 
Decreased  or Increased 
 
25. Would you say that the current level of University police presence makes you feel… 
Not safe at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very Safe 
 
26. Would you say that the level of University police presence is enough to prevent 
crime? 
Yes   No   No Answer 
 
27. Would you say that the University Police are easily accessible in an emergency 
situation?  
Yes   No   No Answer 
 
28. Do you know how to get in contact with the University police? 
Yes   No   No Answer 
 
29. Have you ever had any interaction with the University Police due to being a victim of 
a crime on campus? 
Yes   No   No Answer 
 If yes, how would you rate the overall service you received?  
Not very good at all 1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10 Very Good 
 
30. Do you feel there is a need for the University Police to change the amount of police 
presence on campus? 
Yes  No  No Answer 
If yes, do you believe the police presence needs to… 
Increase Police Presence   Stay About the Same  Decrease Police Presence 
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31. Are you aware of the emergency blue lights installed on campus? 
Yes   No   No Answer 
 
32. Have you ever used the “Campus Escort”? 
Yes   No   No Answer 
 
33. Do you feel stronger measures need to be taken by the University Police to decrease 
crime on campus? 
Yes   No   No Answer 
 
 
34. Do you feel stronger measures need to be taken by the University Police to ensure the 









35.  Any further comments? 
 
 






Gender Male 93 48.9
Major CJ 138 72.6
Other 51 26.8
Race Caucasian (White, Non-Hispanic) 133 70
Hispanic 24 12.6
African American 18 9.5
Asian 10 5.3
Other 3 1.6
Housing On-Campus in a dormitory 56 29.5
Off-campus in a fraternity/sorority house 7 3.7
Off-Campus with a roommate(s) 47 24.7
Off-campus with family 63 33.2
-campus alone 6.
Other 3 1.6





Years in College 3.01
How many credits are you currently taking? 14.36
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How do you usually get from one place to another on campus?
Frequency Percent
Drive your own vehicle 84 44.2
Ride with friend(s) 10 5.3
Ride a bike 5 2.6
other 90 47.4
Total 189 99.5












In your time at the University do you believe crime has…
Frequency Percent
Decrease 22 11.6
Stayed about the same 134 70.5
Increased 28 14.7
Total 184 96.8
















































Are the installed on
If yes, how would you rate the overall service you received? (1-Not Very Good - 10- Very Good) 5.2





If yes, do you believe the police presence needs to...
Frequency Percent
Increase Police presence 68 35.8
Stay about the same 9 4.7
Decrease police presence 5 2.6
Total 82 43.2
Would say that the current level of University police presence makes you feel.. 5.59
Police and Crime Prevention Tactics























Where do you live 
Male Female
On-Campus in a dormitory 26.90% 32.60%
Off-campus in a fraternity/s 6.50% 1.10%
Off-Campus with a roomma 21.50% 28.10%
Off-campus with family 35.50% 30.30%
-campus alone 7. 6.
Other 2.20% 1.10%
How do you usually get from one place to another on campus? 
Male Female
Drive your own vehicle 44.60% 43.30%
Ride with friend(s) 5.40% 5.60%


























In your time at the University do you believe crime... 
Male Female
Decrease 10.00% 13.80%
Stayed about the same 76.70% 67.80%
Increased 13.30% 18.40%
Total 100.00% 100.00%





















If    needs to... 















yes, do you believe the police presence  
Male Female
Increase Police presence 73.70% 92.70%
Stay about the same 13.20% 7.30%
Decrease police presence 13.20%
Total 100.00% 100.00%






















Fear Level (1- Not Afraid at All - 10- Very Afraid) Mean (n=190)
Please rate your fear level of crime on campus 3.33
Please rate how afraid  you are of being a victim of a crime on campus during the day 1.71
Please rate how afraid you are of being a victim of crime on campus at night 4.68
Please rate how afraid you are of going out alone on campus at night? 4.35
Please rate how afraid you are of walking from the library to the parking lot at night 3.49
Please rate how afraid you are of walking from your classroom to the parking lot alone at night 3.82
Please rate how much media reports affect your fear of crime on campus 4.09
Average Response 3.64
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be: (1-Not Serious - 10-Very Serious) Mean (n=190)
A victim of sexual assault on campus 8.71
A victim of physical harm on campus 8.23
Mugged on campus 8.18
A victim of auto theft on campus 7.88
A victim of car vandalism on campus 7.29
Threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument on campus 8.69
Murdered on campus 9.04
Mugged on campus 8.15
Average Response 8.27
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be: (1-Very Unlikely - 10- Very Likely) Mean (n=190)
A victim of sexual assault on campus 2.68
A victim of physical harm on campus 3.28
Mugged on campus 3.7
A victim of auto theft on campus 2.98
A victim of car vandalism on campus 3.35
Threatened with a knife, gun, or other instrument on campus 3.47
Murdered on campus 2.22
A victim of physical harm on campus 3.37
Average Response 3.13
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pPlease  how serious it   in to victim car vandalism on 03 68
Gender Male Female
Please rate your fear level of crime on campus 2.52 4.23
Please rate how afraid  you are of being a victim of a crime on campus during the day 1.45 1.92
Please rate how afraid you are of being a victim of crime on campus at night 3.11 6.4
Please rate how afraid you are of going out alone on campus at night? 2.6 6.32
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim of sexual assault on campus 1.4 4.09
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim of physical harm on campus 2.59 4.07
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be mugged on campus 3.09 4.37
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim  of auto theft on campus 2.6 3.28
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim of car vandalism on campus 3.1 3.59
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be threatened with an instrument on campus 3.04 3.93
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be murdered on campus 1.88 2.51
Please rate how likely it is in your opinion that you will be a victim of physical harm on campus 2.69 4.02
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be a victim of sexual assault on campus 8.51 9.03
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be a victim of physical harm on campus 7.81 8.78
Please rate how serious it would be, in your opinion, to be mugged on campus 7.92 8.54
Please rate how serious it would be, in your opinion, to be a victim of auto theft on campus 7.72 8.16
rate would be your opinion  be a  of    cam us 7. 7.
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be threatened with an instrument on campus 8.37 9.16
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be murdered on campus 8.82 9.4
Please rate how serious it would be in your opinion to be mugged on campus 7.96 8.44
Please rate how afraid you are of walking from the library to the parking lot at night 1.96 5.19
Please rate how afraid you are of walking from your classroom to the parking lot alone at night 2.08 5.76
Please rate how much media reports affect your fear of crime on campus 2.89 5.37
Would say that the current level of University police presence makes you feel safe 5.36 5.73
If yes, how would you rate the overall service you received 4.45 6.11
Where do you live? 1(Very Unlikely) - 10 (Very Likely) On-Campus Off-Campus
How likely it is in your opinion that you will be mugged on campus 4.21 3.45
How likely it is in your opinion that you will be threatened with an instrument on campus 4.02 3.18
How likely it is in your opinion that you will be murdered on campus 2.81 1.93
How serious it would be in your opinion to be a victim of sexual assault on campus 8.13 8.99
How serious it would be in your opinion to be threatened with an instrument on campus 8.16 8.94
How serious it would be in your opinion to be murdered on campus 8.94 9.09
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Application for Exempt Research 
University of Nevada, Reno, Office of Human Research Protection 
205 Ross Hall/331, Reno, Nevada 89557 775.327.2368 www.unr.edu/ohrp Date: 1lf18/2009 
To determine if the proposed research meets the criteria for exempt review, check the box indicating
 




Does this research present greater than minimal risk* to participants?
 
['Minimal Risk means that the probability and magnitude of harm or discomfort anticipated in the
 D
research are not greater in and of themselves than those ordinarily encountered in daily life or during the
 
performance of routine physical or psychological examinations or tests]
 
Are you conducting research with prisoners?	 D lSI 
Are the prospective participants your students or employees?	 D lSI 
Will incomplete disclosure (e.g., deception) be used in this study?	 D lSI 
Are you audio or videotaping participants?	 D lSI 
Are you recording data in such a way that it can be linked to the participants? D lSI 
NOTE: If you checked YES to any of the above questions, your study DOES NOT meet the criteria for
 
Exempt Review. PLEASE COMPLETE THE UNR PROTOCOL APPLICATION.
 
SECTION I: General Information 
1. Study Title 
Undergraduate Student PerceptioIls of the LJNR.Po1iceDepartm~~t 
2. Duration of Study 
State the anticipated time frame for this study, in months, not exceeding 36 months. Be sure to include 
sufficient time for data analysis. NOTE: Applications for exempt research are not renewable. 
1112tJU'}··)-2Uill; /tno:nths 
3. Categories for Exempt Research 




D 1.	 Research conducted in established or commonly accepted educational settings, involving normal 
educational practices, such as (i) research on regular and special educational instructional strategies, 
or (ii) research on the effectiveness of or the comparison among instructional techniques, curricula, or 
classroom management methods. [45CFR46.1 01 (b)(1)] 
lSI 2.	 Research involving the use of educational tests (cognitive, diagnostic, aptitude, achievement), survey 
procedures, interview procedures or observation of public behavior, unless the following two conditions 
exist: (i) information obtained is recorded in such a manner that the human subjects can be identified, 
directly or indirectly through identifiers linked to the subjects; and (ii) any disclosure of subjects' 
responses outside the research could reasonably place subjects at risk of criminal or civil liability or be " 
damaging to subjects' financial standing, employability or reputation. [45CFR46.1 01 (b)(2)] 
[NOTE: This exemption does not -apply to research involving children unless the research is limited to observation 
of public behavior when the investigators do not participate in the activities being observed.] " 
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o	 3. All research involving the use of educational tests (cognitive, diagnostic, aptitude, achievement), survey 
or interview procedures or observation of public behavior that is not exempt under categories 2 or 3 
above, (i) if the human subjects are elected or appointed public officials or candidates for public office; 
or (ii) federal statute(s) require(s) without exception that the confidentiality of the personally identifiable 
information will be maintained throughout the research and thereafter. [45CFR46.1 01 (b)(3)] 
o	 4. Research involving the collection or stUdy of existing data, documents, records, pathological 
specimens, or diagnostic specimens, if these sources are publicly available or if the information is 
recorded by the investigator in such a manner that subjects cannot be identified, directly or through 
identifiers linked to the subjects. [NOTE: To qualify for this exemption ALL of the data, documents, records, or" 
specimens must be in eXistence. before the project begins]. [45CFR46.1 01 (b)(4)] 
o	 5. Research and demonstratiori.projects which are conducted by or subject to the approval of Department 
of Health and Human Servic~s (DHHS), and which are designed to stUdy, evaluate, or otherwise 
examine: (i) public benefit or.service programs; (ii) procedures for obtaining benefits or services under 
those programs; (iii) possible .changes in or alternatives to those programs or procedures; or (iv) 
possible changes in methods or levels of payment for benefits or services under those programs. 
[45CFR46.101 (b)(5)] The research or demonstration project must be conducted pursuant to spec;ific 
federal statutory authority, must have no statutory requirement that an IRB review the project, and must 
not involve significant physical invasions or intrusions upon the privacy of the subjects. [NOTE: 
Demonstration projects can only be exempted with funding agency authorization or concurrence.] 
o	 6. Taste and food quality evaluation and consumer acceptance studies, (i) if wholesome foods without 
additives are consumed or (ii) if a food is consumed that contains a food ingredient at or below the level 
and for a use found to be safe, or agricultural chemical or environmental contaminant at or below the 
level found to be safe, by the Food and Drug Administration or approved by the Environmental 
Protection Agency or the Food 'Safety and Inspection Service of the U.S. Department of AgriCUlture. 
[45CFR46.1 01 (b)(6)] . 
4. Type of Study 
(Check all that apply) 
o Faculty Research 
o Graduate Research 
o Comprehensive Project 
o Thesis 
o Dissertation 
~ Undergraduate Research 
o VA Research 
o Other.J.. 
Specify: 
5. Contact Information 
NOTE FOR ALL STUDENT RESEARCHERS: Complete item 5 a. and 5.b., and obtain your advisor's signature 
in Section X: Assurances. 
5.a. Principal Investigator 
Name: Amanda Sandoval 
Mailing Address: 5200 Los Altose Pkwy 294, Sparks NV 89436 
Department: Criminal Justice' . 
Email: aorosco05@yahoo.com Phone: 775-209-5983 Fax: 
CITI Training Expiration Date: 
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5.b. Faculty Advisor (Complete only for student-initiated research. All student research requires a faculty 





Department: Criminal Justice 
Email: Phone: Fax: 
cm Training Expiration Date: 
5.c. Contact Person (Complete only if ·eln investigator, student, or staff member other than the Principal 







Email: Phone: Fax: 
6. Performance Sites 
6.a. Study Locations (Check all that apply)
 
I:8J UNR Campus .
 





6.b. If the study will take place at a non-University or non-VASf\lHCS location, you must provide written
 




D No ~ If no, this application cannot be approved until the UNR OHRP is in receipt of written documentation of
 
permission from all sites. 
D Yes~ Documentation attached. 
SECTION II: Funding 
1. Is the proposed research funded?:
 
I:8J No ~ If no, skip this section and go to Section III.
 
D Yes-!.­
Complete items 1.a - 1.c (below).
 
1.a. Funding Agency and Sponsor Information 
Funding Source Name of Sponsor 
D Federal 














1.b. Grant/Contract Information 




Grant/Contract Status (e.g., pending, awarded):
 
1.c. Required Documentation for Funded Research 
For all human research funded in whole or in part with Federal, State, or local funds, please provide two copies 
each of the following documents: 
./ Grant application, with budget ..
 
./ Contract(s), with statement ofwork and budget
 
SECTION III: Participants 
1. Anticipated Total Number of Participants 
2. Justification of Sample Size 





Its because ita 
nder tudent 
ide vanety of opnions ews 
is unobtainable. 
3. Participant Population(s) 
Check each participant population that may be enrolled. 
[gJ Adult Volunteers 




4. Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria 
List the inclusion and exclusion criteria. Justify any proposed exclusions that are based on age, race, or gender. 
All adult u 
in the sens 
ed for participation in this study, 
sely being excluded for any 
reason. 
5. Recruitment Procedures 
5.a. State who will be recruiting participants. 
I, Amand:a S2mdc~val, 
5.b. Describe where and when recruitment will take place. 
55 and with 
n at the end 
be 
ember. 
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5.c. State what potential participants will be told during recruitment 
The potential participants will be briefed about in full, the purpose being to 
gather information on the perceptions of the 
5.d. Describe all materials that will be used to invite potential participants to be in the study. 
• seeking permission 
recruitment materials 
As the study will be given at 
to surve ents is all that 
will be ne ry. 
./ Attach copies of all recruitment materials (e.g., flyers, letters, emails, and advertisements for placement 
in mass media). 
SECTION IV: Informed Consent 
It is important to remember that informed consent is a process that begins with the initial contacUrecruitment 
and continues throughout the study; informed consent is not simply the act of signing a consent form. 
1. Consent Process 
1.a. List the persons who will obtain informed consenUparental permission from participants/parents, and assent 
from dependents. NOTE: Anyone listed in this section must also be listed in Section IX. 
I, Aman andoval, will obtain informed consent from all persons who are going to be solicited to 
participate 
1.b. Explain when and where informed consenUassentwil1 be obtained from participants/parents (e.g., clinic visit, 
via mail, public event, classroom). 
Iscomfort.complete, and that the s 
ation sh to 'fh" C;"1"UPys. All surveys will 
have ersheet would informed 
consent sheet stat' study (myself), the expected 
benefits, the time e the survey will take to 
1.c. State how much time participants/parents will be given to make a decision about participation. 
NOTE: Potential participants need adequate time to consider participation. 
Approximately 10 minutes will be given to particpants to make a decision about participation, as actual 
particpation takes roughly this amount of time. 
1.d. Describe the steps that will be taken to ensure that consent is obtained in a language that 
participants/parents will easily understand. 
ho gives all instructions in 
2. Documentation of Consent (Signed Consent) 
For each subject population, list the forms that will be used to obtain written consent (i.e. adult consent form, 
parental permission form, surrogate consent form, assent form for children aged 12-17 years, assent script for 
children aged 7-11 years). 
Information sheet 
./	 Attach all forms to this application in the same format that they will be given to participants. (Form 
templates and instructions are available on the UNR OHRP website.) 
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In some cases, a Waiver of Consent or a Waiver of Signed Consent may apply. See below for details. 
3. Waiver of Consent =Informed consent will not be obtained from participants. 
If requesting a waiver of consent, please respond to questions 3.a. - 3.d.: 
3.a. Does the study pose more than minimal risk to participants? 
~ No .
 
D Yes ~ If yes, this waiver does not apply.
 
3.b. Will the waiver adversely affect participants' rights and welfare? 
~ No 
D Yes ~ If yes, this waiver does riot apply. 
3.c. Would the research be feasible without the waiver? 
D No ~ If no, explain why it would not be feasible: 
~ Yes ~ If yes, this waiver does not apply. 
3.d. If appropriate, explain how the participants will be given additional pertinent information about the study after 
their participation: 
NOTE: If you answered "No" to 3.a. - 3.c. and completed 3.d. go to Section V. 
4. Waiver of SIgned Consent 
Waiver of Signed Consent =Partidpants are not required to sign a consent form. The investigator may 
instead provide participants with a written statement regarding the research, e.g. an information sheet. 
Review the information below to determine if a waiver of signed consent may apply to this research.
 
NOTE: Either Category 1 OR Category 2 must be true.
 
Category 1 
The only record linking the subject and the research would be the consent document and the principal risk 
would be potential harm reSUlting from a breach of confidentiality. Each subject will be asked whether the 
subject wants documentation linking tl)e subject with the research, and the subject's wishes will govern. 
~ False 
D True J., 
Explain: 
Category 2 
The research presents no more than minimal risk of harm to participants and involves no procedures for 
which written consent is normally required outside of the research context. 
D False 
./ Attach information sheet, when applicable. 
would pose even a minimal 
dergraduate student 




SECTION V: Research Plan 
1. Introduction 
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unreported in all 
crime and assess 
most ate. In 





State the rationale for the study, the re~earch hypothesis, and the goals of the proposed study as these relate to 
the research question(s) (in lay terms);.include the importance or value of the knowledge this study is likely to 
generate. 
e feelings of safety 
Unversity police as 
make them aware of 
results of the 
raduate student 
s police. 
ety of the 
3. Study Design 
Describe the study design. 
ous questionnaire which only uires basic personal 
mor IOns concerning their 
and and any changes one feels 
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4. Methods and Procedures 
Describe the study procedures along with a detailed account of what participants will experience during their 
participation in the study. Include the sequence of procedures and the time commitment for participants. 
5. Study Materials 
List all questionnaires, surveys, assessments, and measurements used and describe the purpose of each. 
urpose of the survey is to detennine how undergr ceive the Universities crime 
fety level, in addition to their perception of the sment will help to 
ifmore needs to be done in order to impro s safety and crime. 
.,/ Attach copies of all questionnaire/survey instruments and assessment/data entry forms. 
6. Compensation
 
Will any compensation be given to participants?
 
[g] No ---+ If no, skip this section and go .to Section VI.
 
DYes,J.. If yes, see note immediately below, and complete 6.a. and 6.b.
 
NOTE: The UNR Controller's Office·reqL!ires identifying information to issue checks, cash, or gift certificates to
 
participants when funds originate from ·UNR-administered grants or contracts. Studies providing compensation to
 
participants via UNR-administered grants or contracts may not be exempt.
 
6.a. State the type and amount of compensation that will be given to participants (e.g., cash, checks, gift cards,
 
free services, gifts, extra credit).
 
6.b. State when compensation will be given.
 
SECTION VI: Risks and Benefits 
1. Risks and Inconveniences
 
Are there any known risks or inconyeniences to participants?
 
[g] No ---+ If no, go to number 2, Benefits. 
DYes,J.. If yes, complete 1.a. and 1.b.. 
1.a. Describe any anticipated risks or inconveniences participants may experience. 
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1.b. Describe the steps that will be taken to minimize any risks the study might pose. 
2. Benefits 
2.a. Describe anticipated direct benefits to individual participants, if any. 
2.b. Describe anticipated benefits to science, society, or a specific class of individuals. 
A template for other Unive the feelings of safety on c student H 
body may be established, in suc n be carried out every few y rs to ensure that 
feelings of safey and security are who are most affected by it on campus, 
students. 
3. Risk/Benefit Analysis 
Describe how risks to participants are reasonable in relation to anticipated benefits. 
TIley are no perceivable riSKS to ·par'tlcilpa'hts. 
SECTION VII: Privacy and Confidentiality 
1. Privacy = The right of individuals to control access to their person, behavior, and viewpoints.
 
How will the investigators protect the privacy of participants at the time of recruitment, and during and after
 
participation? NOTE: Consider the timing, place, etc. of the research procedures.
 
cornpletely 3LrtO][1yt1t10lISonly asking £ 
gellde:f, face, and school ra 
bac:kgt'oUJld intCtrmaticm tClf plll.fP()SeS ofdata 
2. Confidentiality = How the information researchers obtain about participants is handled to ensure that the 
information will not be disclosed other than as described in this application. 
2.a. Describe procedures for protecting the confidentiality of participant data. Include the specific location where 
data will be stored, length of the storage period, and what will happen to the data after the storage period 
elapses. NOTE: Consent forms, data, and master code sheets must be stored separately. 
To the confidentiality of pa: . in Dr.
 
Bart Ice in LP lISa and th .ng accessed
 H 
with Dr. Barthe's perm~ssion. The 0 . Barthe, 
and if they should ever requ May 
toaCD 
stored 
2.b. State who will have access to the data, including investigators, research assistants, advisors, external 
agencies (e.g., study sponsors, collaborating institutions, DHHS), and the University of Nevada, Reno 
Biomedical or Social Behavioral Institutional Review Board. 
The advisor 
surveys are 
campus polic , 
and will compile it will be, 
ble to i 
suI 
arthe, as the 
surv e rest, sucIl as 
partake in the compilation 




2.c. If data will be coded, explain all coding procedures, including when master code sheets will be destroyed. 
NOTE: Personal identifiers or portions of personal identifiers (e.g., social security number, date of birth, mother's • 
maiden name) can not be used for coding purposes. 
3. HIPAA Authorization 
If you are collecting protected health information from a University covered entity, you may be required to submit • 
a HIPAA WAIVER OF AUTHORIZATION or HIPAA DE-IDENTIFICATION CERTIFICATION FORM (please go 
to HIPAA-Required Documents at the UNR OHRP website. For further information about HIPAA and research, 
go to the National Institutes of Health website: HIPAA Privacy Rule, Information for Researchers) . 
./ Attach HIPAA document(s) if appropriate. 
SECTION VIII: Financial Conflict of Interest 
1. Disclosure of Financial Interests
 
Are there any significant financial interests for investigators or members of the research team (or their spouses
 
and dependent children) that would reasonably appear to be affected by the proposed research?
 






Section IX: Study Personnel 




Phone: Fax: Email: 




Phone: Fax: Email: 
CITI Training Expiration Date: 
exempt app_120106 








 Fax: Email: 








 Fax: Email: 
CITI Training Expiration Date: 
2. Research Team Members (Attach aseparate sheet if necessary) 
Name Dept./lnstitution Role CITI Training Expiration Date 





Section X: Assurances 
1. Principal Investigator Assurance 
I hereby certify that the study procedures described in the attached protocol have been designed, to the best of 
my ability and knowledge, to protect human subjects engaged in research in accordance with the standards set 
by University of Nevada, Reno, the United States Department of Health and Human Services, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs (when appropriate), and any other sponsoring federal agency. 
I agree to accept responsibility for the scientific conduct of the research involving human subjects and to provide 
information and/or progress reports to the University of Nevada, Reno Institutional Review Board as required. I 
verify that all responsible investigators 'are pppropriately credentialed to do the services provided and the work 
undertaken in this protocol. 
I further certify that my participation and the participation of any co-investigators does/do not, in any way, violate 
the University of Nevada, Reno policy on conflicts of interest. 
Principal Investigator ~-----------_Date 
(Non-students only) 
OR 
Faculty Advisor Date 
(Required for student-initiated research) 
, 
2. Student Principal Investigator Assurance
 
[NOTE: Applications from student principal investigators require the signature of a faculty advisor.]
 
I hereby certify that the study procedures described in the attached protocol have been designed, to the best of 
my ability and knowledge, to protect human subjects engaged in research in accordance with the standards set 
by University of Nevada, Reno, the United States Department of Health and Human Services, the Department of _ 
Veterans Affairs (when appropriate), and any other sponsoring federal agency. 
Student Principal Investigator Date 
exempt app_120106 
Office of Human Research Protection 
205 Ross Hall / 331, Reno, ~ada 89557 
• U""'"ityofN~d.",", 775.327.2368/775.327.236!'Jfax 
www.unr.edu/ohrp 
Appendix E 
68Certification ofApproval ofExempt Research 
Date:	 November 19,2009 
To:	 Amanda Sandoval 
Department of Criminal JU9tice 
Apt. 294 
5200 Los Altos Pkwy 
Sparks, NY 89436 
cc:	 Emmanuel Barthe PhD 
































This approval is for: 
•	 Application for Exempt Research (11/18/09 veL), as revised 
PI responsibilities 
•	 Proposed changes must be reviewed and approved by the Office of Human Research Protection (OHRPl 
prior to initiation, except where necessary to eliminate apparent immediate hazards to subjects. Such 
exceptions must be repOlted to the OHRP at once. 
•	 Any unanticipated problems which may increase the risks to human subjects or unanticipated adverse 
events must be reported to the OHRP within 10 days of becoming aware of the issue. 
•	 Exempt applications are not renewable and are not subject to continuing review. If you would like to 
continue the research or analysis of identifiable data beyond the expiration dat.e, you will need to submit a 
new Application for Exempt Research to the Office of Human Research Protection for review and • 
approval. 
Please reference the exemption number above on all related correspondence with the OHRP. If any additional 
information is necessary, please contact Joyce Newton at 775.327.2368. 
.Susan Ford Publicover, MA, CIP, OHRP Director 
Cert_exempt_student?! 
